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From the (Montrose, Pa.) Candid Examiner. 
‘To the Editor of the Candid Examiner. 


Sir,—It is some time since the following dia- 
logue was committed to paper. It originated in 
a conversation the writer had with a new con- 
_ wert to the Calvinistic doctrine, and if it is wor- 
thy of a place in the Examiner, you are welcome 
to insert it. 

This new convert began by telling me he had 
long been seeking for an easy religion, that he 
had read the works of Ballou and other authors 
on the subject ef the ‘ Restitution of all things,’ 
but thatsucha religion would not do. I replied, 
that I believed it to be the gospel, and frankly 
acknowledged it to be an easy religion. Ist. 
Because it was easily proven. 2d. Because it 
brings to the recipient thereof, peace, consola- 
tion, happiness. 3d. Because it prompts the 
real-believer to love the author of it, and all 
men as his brethren, it fills him with gratitude, 
thanksgiving and adoration, to his kind and ben- 
ificent Father in heaven.—That when he prays 
for the salvation of all men, he prays in faith 
without doubting. 4tb. It is an easy religion 
because our Lord Jesus Christ hath expressly 
said it was so. Mat. xi. 30. ‘My yoke is easy, 
and my burthen is light.” The opposite term 

to easy must be uneasy; if therefore, you have 
not found an easy religion, you must have found 
(if you have found any religion at all) an uneasy 
religion, and I pray God to preserve me from 
such a predicament. He then began to talk 
about the woeful transgression of old father Ad- 
am.—But | shall place the remainder in ques- 
tions and answers, as they arose in the conversa- 
tion. 

Calvanist. Pray sir, tell me in what did the 
transgression of Adam consist? 

Universalist. It consisted in disobedience—in 
sinning against God’s holy law. Paul says,**The 
_law is holy, aud the commandment is holy, just 
and good.” 19 

Cal. What was the consequence of this trans- 
gression of Adam--was it not death ? 

Uni. It was moral guilt and death to the inno- 
-gence he was iv before he sinned. 

Cal. Do you hold, Sir, that Adam was subject 
to natural death pricr to his sinning ? 
~ Uni. 1 do- as certainly as he was after he 
had sinaed,—-from this plain and self-evident rea- 


gon, viz. had he been formed immortal, no act of. 


his could have rendered him mortal. —Immor- 
tality cannot die. 

Cal. But, Sir, did not Adam’s transgression re- 
duce him to a state of total depravity —and con- 
sequently his whole race yet in his loins? 

Uni. No :--There is nothing either in scrip- 
ture er reason to support such an idea, but eve- 
ry thing to the contrary in both. ‘There is nota 
word about total depravity within the lids of the 
Bible; and surely reason cannot find a shadow 
to support it——As it relates to the spirit it is wn- 
possible. 

Cal. 1 am willing to go to the scriptures for 
evidence on this subject, buat in matters of this 


Why is it said then, that “by Adam’s fall, we 
lost communion with God, are under his wrath 
and curse, and so made liable to all the miseries 
of this life, to death itself, and to the pains of 
Hell forever”—If total depravity was not the 
consequence of Adam’s transgression ? 


Uni. The scripture is either founded in rea- 
son, and the just propriety of. things; or else it 
has an unreasonable foundation, and is no guide 
to us——We judge of this by that standard of rea- 
son which God hath given his-rational créatures, 
or it might as well have been-presented to the 
brute creation—Be this as it may—your suppos- 
ed quotation from scripture “In Adam’s fall,” 
é&c. is not to be found in the Bible—it is taken 
from the creeds of men. And the ariswer to 
the very next question zn the same creed; clearly 
and substantially refutes and destroys the pre- 
ceding, viz. “Ged having out of his mere good 
pleasure from all eternity elected some to ever- 
lasting life, did enter into a covenant of grace 
to deliver them out of the estate of sin and mis- 
ery, and bring them into an estate of salvation 
by a Reedemer.” A moments reflection will 
lead the weakest mind to discover-a palpable 
contradiction in these two connected questions 
and answers in the Creed. But hear what Paul 
says on the subject of Adam’s transgression, 1 
Cor. xv. 22, “For as in Adam all die, even so in 
Christ shall all be made alive.’ Paul doesnot 
say—uneven, or a part, in Christ shall such an 
uneven part be made alive ; but to the extent of 
the consequences of Adam’s transgression, even 
so extensive shall all be made alive in Christ. 


tal. But was there not a curse pronounced on | 
Adam and Eve when they broke God’s holy 
law ? s 

Uni. Not any :—The only sentence recorded | 
in scripture history of that transaction, is—‘{n ! 
the day that thou eatest thereof, thou shalt sure- 
ly die,” accept the decision of their judge, after 
they had transgressed (See 3d chap. Gen for 
the whole verdict.) 
both was of a tempora! nature—There is not one 
word respecting misery in a future state of ex- 
istence—not one word about hell or eternal 
misery, or total depravity. Adam and Eve were 
made subject to vanity—‘not willingly but by 
reason of him who subjected the same in hope.” 


It is not unreasonable to suppose that the spir-! 


its of our first earthly parents were. grieved at 


the prospect before them: But hear the: conso-| 
\Jation their. heavenly Father pours inte their 


wounded souls——he said, although the;serpent 


should bruise their heel, “The seed of the wo-. 


man should bruise his head’’-—destrey him. of 
course, for we read of no remedy by which the 
bruised head of the serpent was ever to be 
healed ; but the wound in the heel, this seed of 
the woman, viz. Christ. was to: heal,——as there 
is abuadance of evidence in the scriptures to 
prove. ‘Che serpent was cursed, the ground 
was cursed, but there sas no curse pronounced 
on Adam or .Eve.—There were no anathemas 
such as we hear from men—no vindictive wrath 
appears in the whole transaction, dooming Adam 
or Eve, or their offspring, to endless misery in 


high import, we have nothing ta do with reason,|a world of spirits. Indeed such a sentence 


TY . ' 
The whole sentence on! paq doomed them to eternal misery thousands 


| would have violated every attribute all denom- 
nations are wont to ascribe to Deity. 


Cal. Pray, Sir, how could such a sentence de 
you have last mentioned violate the attributes 
of the Deity? Is it not right to suppose: 
may -be a code of moral conduct for God, that 
would not be propef, nor could apply to man— 
That whatever the divine Being ordains or ef- 
fects, must be‘right and good, merely because 
he is the agent—That his sovereignty renders 
him superior to every other rule but that of his 
own pleasure? In short, cannot infinite power, 
wisdom, justice, and goodness, do as he pleases ? 

_ Uni. God can to be sure do any thing he 
pleases, but can he please to do any thing con- 
trary to his nature? It is said, and [ believe ad- 
mitted by all, **That power is a.principle or 
energy capable of producing certain effects ; 
and the power of an intelligent being is the a- 
bility of performing some designed effect. And 
wisdom is understood to have the perception. 
and means of application adapted to the endin 
view. It implies a knowledge of the relation in 
which the several parts stand to each other, and 
the direction of this knowledge to complete a 
whole--Bounded by a strict line: of justice, 
which is a disposition fo render to all what is 
their due. Justice will never inflict punishment 
beyond the deserts of the criminal, and never 
deprives him of the good te which he has an 
undoubted claim—the whole being circumscrib- 
ed by goodness and love which promote the 
welfare of others to the utmost extent of 
power.” 

If God has all these principles to perfection, 
can he do violence to them; and have they not 
exactly the same import when applied to God, 
as in their application when applied to the 
characters of men—differing only in degree not 
in nature. Man is too good—too merciful, to 
take a club and maul his child to all.eternity, or 
as long as he lives: Yet there are men bad 
enough to say God will do this—yea! that he 


of years before they had an existence. If any 
crime merits a touch of fire and brimstone it 
would seem that it belonged to them who give 
such a horrible character to our kind, merciful 
and benevolent Father in heaven. 

Cal. But stop, Sir, you forget that we are 
placed here in a finite scale, and are sinning 
against an infinite Being, conseqnently our pun- 
ishinent must be anfinite—“Is not thy wicked- 
|ness great? And thy iniquities infinite?” So 
it was said to Job of old—and why so, if he was 
not totally depraved ? 

Uni. It isa very strange idea to suppose that 
a finite being can commit an infinite sin—A mo- 
ment’s sober reflection must convince any man, 
not bound up with prejudice and superstition, 
that the thing supposed is impossible. Besides 
it was a lie told. to Job; and denounced as such 
by the Almighty—See Job xiii, 7. “And it was 
so, that after the Lord had spoken these words 
unto Job, the Lord said unto Eliphaz, the ‘l'e- 
mabite, my wrath is kindled against thee, and 
against thy two friends, for ye have not spoken 
of me the thing that is right as my servant Job 
ihath.”? Censeqnuentiv the infinity of sin is no 


eee 


proven from 
another word on the subject from the 
of the Bible to the end of the same. 
question a litte further, this idea of total dle- 
pravity, and see if the signification of the terms 
iaken together, do not prove too much for those 
who contend for this daring hypothesis—and in- 
stead of landing their subjects agreeably to their 
wishes, in never ending misery, whether it will 
not prove total anuihilation? De 
fined by our Lexicographers to be 
The word total, signifies “the whole, all; 
therefore the terms totul depravity, is literally 
and physicaily total corruption, and consequently 
is tantamount to annibjlavon. 
tional mind will acknowledge this c 
be a self-evident fuct. ‘bat the eart 
man is depraved, no one will dispate, but that 
the whole man is so, there is no evidence either 
in scripture or reason to induce us to believe 
Besides, if true, it would render man not worth 
saving. A filthy garment may be washed clean, 
but if totally filthy it would be annihilated in the 
operation. ‘The Lord would not have said to 
man, “Come now aid let us reason together, 
saith the Lord; though your sins be as scarlet, 
they shall be as white as snow ; though they be 
red like crimson, they sball be as wool.” ‘The 
eye of the Lord unquestionably saw some sound- 
ness about man, or he would pot have made the a- 
declaration, or have sent his son down from 
GK vie “wash us from our sins.” Ly, accord- 
“ing to your idea, it was just that al/ were made 


“the book of Job, and there is not 
beginning 


” 


I 


But let us 


\tified my expectation. 


pravity is de-/ life, has a just right to take it. 
“corruption.” | involves quite another question : Whether the 
| Hebrews had or had nota right fo destroy the 
| Canaanites ? 


remove the doubts, that many Christians, as 
well as “Infidels,” entertain on the subject. But | 
must confess, that the reading, by no means jus- 
Your correspondent, 
“G.” bas labored mestly, through bis communi- 
cation, to establish a fact, that no one denies, 
that every oue admits, viz. that God, who gives 
But, this war 


A right founded on the “eternal 


| principles of justice”? If it be true, that among 


The candid, ra-| the barbarous nations ef those days, conquest or 
onclusion to! possession gave rightful claim to territory, then 
hly part of it follows, that the nations destroyed by the He- 


brews, were the rightful possessors of the land 
of Canaan. Of what force is the fact, that the 
Hebrews had possessed it before? So might 
the Canaanites, before the Hebrews. Of what 
avail is it, that the Hebrews had there buried 
j their dead? So had the Canaanites. Dotombs 
| and dead bodies, hold possession of land in trust 
\for the living? Of what utility is the argument, 
that the Hebrews lett the land, intending to re- 
turn at some tuture period? They had been 
absent Four Hundred years: They were known 
to be slaves ina foreign land: Their return, un- 


der such circumstances, could scarcely be| 


thought possible. Suppose God had promised 
this land to the Hebrews? that promise was 
known enly to themselves. The Canaanites 


UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 
/naanites,” f Bézed on the piece with avidity) 
| expecting io find in it, arguments calculated to 


liable to misery, death and the pains of hell for-; Were ignorant of the facts. And the “eternal 
ever, by the transgression of Adam; where is| principle of justice,” never required of a nation, 
the justice to be found (except in the breasts ny a of individuals, to yield up to others, quiet 
vindictive men) that select a féw ‘out of (ins) Possession of what they supposed their own, un- 
number, for salvation through a Redeemer ? jt Ul the claimants had exhibited undoubted evi- 
is a total violation of every correct idea of the | @evee of the justness of their claims. Such evi- 
attribute of justice—It destroys the principle of dence. the Hebrews did not exhibit to the Ca- 


goodness altogether, Love is a chimera, Mercy 
vengeace, and ‘Truth an empty sound. 
Cal. Sir, this is what | should call carnal rea- 


soning, and bas no relation with the scriptures of 


truth—to the carnal mind it may be dificult, but 
to the elect it amounts to nething-- we have a 
surer feundation to stand upon. 


Uni. Yes, a surer foundation than the scrip- 
tures and reason !—'The creeds of men, the Suy- 
brook platform, if you choose. But, Sir, true 
and natural reasoning is not carnal, it is such as 
our blessed Redeemer made use of when teach- 
ing the people. “What man is there of you, 
whom if his son ask bread will give him a stone ? 
or if he ask a fish will he give him a serpent?” 
&c. God is the author of nature and of reason, 
and he hath bound the laws of the one, by the 


other ; and in reasoning in this connection, is rea-! 


soning from what we know, and is not carnal, 
but Godly. Shall man be placed in the same 


scale with the bruie creation, whose persuits| 


commence and cease with animal gratification ? 
Never. Reason, carries man beyond the 
bounds of this life, and it must be a carnal 
reasoning that sends him to a place of never 
ending torments—thereby violating God's eter- 
nal Justice, wisdom, goodness and ‘mercy. 

Here the conversation ended. 

A Untversauisr. 

Sheshequin, Oct. 3d, 1826. 

Ce eee 
FOR THE MAGAZINE. 


nudes, and therefore, to destroy them on such 
ground, was pot according to the “eternal prin- 
ciple of justice.” It is useless to say, that it 
| was just, because performed by the select peo- 
| ple of God, aud by his special command. ‘This 
“select people” were known to be guilty of ma- 
)ny atrocious and villainous acts, and which ren- 
|der their pretension to Divine command, for 
, (heir numerous murders, justly liable to suspi- 
cion. ‘Lhe Holy inquisition has ever made the 
sume plea, in defence of its abominable cruel- 
ties. Will “G.” attempt to justity them? But, 
again, to suppose an act to be commanded by 
the divine Being, we should first prove that act 
j to be just. Let “G.” do this, with regard to the 
j tact in question, and every Christian will dismiss 
vhis doubis. 
they were wicked nations. 


| 


But what right did 
this give the Hebrews to destroy them? The 
Hebrews were, to say the least, as wicked as 
| they were. And, notwithstanding they bad the 
light ef revelation, which the Canaanites bad 
| not, it reqnired the coustant exertions of the few 
}good men among them, to prevent them from 
| running into the grossest idolatry, and even these 
exertious were often fruitless. “Vengeance is 
mine, | will repay saith the Lord ;” He can 
| punish wickedness and idolatry, without resort- 


ing to such personsas the Hebrews were, to be-| 
come his executioners, and to cut off the inno-_| bility, they 


cent with the guilty. **They injured not the na- 
trons, through which they passed,” and the rea- 


| sons are obvious: Those nations were too pow- 


REPLY TO G. CONCERNING THE HEBREW WAR erful for thein; nor was theirs the land they 


AGAINST THE CANAANITES. 


Messrs Editors,—On reading in the Magazine 
of October 7th, at the head of a communication. 
* The justice of the 


'found the inhabitants ‘an easy prey, and the bet- 


Hebrew War with the Ca-. 


wanted. ‘They had set their eye on the “land 
flowing with milk and honey,” and, by means, 
fair or foul, they intended to have it. They 


ter to secure to themselves their ill-gotten 


but, the Canaanites were idolaters, | 


| 


~~ — 


Sc 


ee hoc as 
like every ol p guilty of wanto nada 
and injustice, they found a specious pretext, to 
cast the odium on the victims of their barbarity, — 
But “G.” cites the overthrow of Sodom and Go-~ 
morrah, to prove his position good. But, what 
resemblance is there between the two events? 
Little indeed. ‘Those cities met their awfal fate 
by fire and brimstone, elements, that could act — 
only in obedience to the great laws of nature, or 
under the immediate controul of its divine Auth- 
or. In the destruetion of the Canaanites, né 
such means were employed, ‘Lhe Hebrews act- 
ed there, the part of fire and brimstone, and when 
“G.? can prove, and not before, that they acted 
implicitly in obedience to the laws of nature, or 
were as undeviatingly led by the Divine im- — 
pulse, or felt no more accountability nor interest 
in the affair, than the fire and brimstone, at So- 
dom and Gomorrah, he may, with some reason, 
bring forward, the latter event, to justify the 
former. tp short, the extermination of the Ca~ 
naanitish nations, by the Hebrews, requires 
proof positive, of one of two supposed facts.— 
1. That it was performed by the express com- 
/mand of a just God, and therefore founded on 
ome principle of justice, unknown to man, or 
2. That it was abstractly, according to the strict — 
principle of what is known to be, eternal, immu-— 
table justice. The first position never has been, 
never can be proved true. And the second can- — 
not, in my opinion, until the gospel is proved to- 
be false. Forif the gospel be true, it is found- 
ed on the “eternal principle of justice.” And 
certainly, no two things, not even light and 
darkness are more directly opposed to each oth- 
= than the gospel, and the conduct of t¥e He- 
| brews, in their war with the Canaanites. And 
| Christians, that justify the Hebrews, condemn 
the Komish Inquisitors for persuing a like line 
of conduct. I think it much to be regretted, 
that the advocates for Christianity have ever 
been induced se to couple the doctrines and pre- 
cepts of that noble and sublime system so closely 
with the accounts of Hebrew crueities, biood- 
;shed, rapine and murder, professedly committed 
by Divine command, as to render it indispensa- 
i bly necessary, that in order to be considered @ 
believer in the heart-cheering truths of one, a 
| person should be laid under the necessity of giv- 
ing his assent to the other, and while he re- 
jolces in the infinite benevolence of the Great 
Creator, and adopts the beneficent principle, 
“Thon shalt love thy neighbor as thyself,” 
obliges him implicitly to” believe, that He that 
gave that law, has anthorized, by express com- 
mand, acts of cruelty, that find no parallels in 
the annals of the Universe. 1 know of no ne- 
icessary connexion, betwixt the doctrine of 
| Christianity, and facts, so evidently at war with 
‘its heavenly precepts. It is an insult to Chris- 
tianity, an apology for crimes of the blackest 
dye to couple them. together, and is the true 
ground of ail-religious persecutions, Jewish or 
Christian. he facts themselves, | believe. 
|They are of a piece with the wicked conduct 
}of the Hebrews. ‘Their treatment of Christ and 
'his humble followers is of the samestamp. But 
to color their habitual wickedness with plausi- 
have prefaced their acts of cruelty 
with “Thus saith the Lord :”? And so might every 
Despot and ‘Tyrant on earth. Amicus. 
N.B. The writer has not ‘ G.’s’? communication at 


hand—The above has reference to its general principles, 
Correct quotations are not pretended to. 
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TO A MEMBER OF THE UNIVERSALIST 
SOCIETY IN ACTON. 


Dear Brother,—In the course of the two or 
three last interviews which we have bad, we 
have conversed, as you will recollect, upon the 
prospects and intentions of the Universalist So- 
ciety in econ ; upon the formation of a New 
Unitarian Society in your town, as well as upon 
some of the conversations which have passed 
between the members of these two societies.— 
Feeling, as I do, a strong interest in the weifare 
f your society, arising from my respect for its 
embers and attachment to the cause in which 
e are mutually engaged, | am desirous of cal- 
ling»your attention to a few things which it may 
e profitable for you now to consider. | flatter 
myself that you will readily receive any advice 
Imay give, because | think you believe that | 

m sincerely friendly to you, and willing to do 
any thing in my power for your prosperity and 
happiness. ye fen 
There are, | believe, at least, three religious 
societies in the town of Acton, a Calvinistic, 
Universalist and Unitarian. The Rev. Marshal 
‘Shed is the pastor of the Calvinistié Society, 
which now enjoys the privilege of worshipping 
in the Meeting-House, the other denominations 
sometimes using it, when it is not occupied by 
this Society. If tL am correctly informed, the 
‘Unitarians are anxious to expel the Calvinists 
from the Meeting-House, a thing they are con- 


the Universalist Society,the Unitarian being now 
the smallest of the three. This is a concatenation 
‘of circumstances which has happened before in 
some other towns; and as the Unilarians in Ac- 
ton are now pursuing the very course which 
people of that denomination have in other pla- 
ces pursued, it is my opinion they are striving 
io do what their party in some instances have 
‘elsewhere done, ‘That you, like others, may 
not be deceived by them, | will now describe to 
you the policy they have generally adopted. 

, They have generally begun by appearing ve- 
ry friendly to the Universalists, being very so- 
‘ciahle with them, attending at times their meet- 
ings for public worship, and witbal, praising the 
performances oi their clergymen. Knowing that 
the orthodox are opposed as well to you as to 


‘hat sect; and in a word, they do any thing that 
has a tendency to induce Universalists to be- 
eve they are,in heart and soul,friendly to them. 
‘They will pretend that they are engaged in the 
same cause that we are engaged ir, and that 
there is but very little difference, if any, be- 
iween their religious sentiments aod ours.— 
Having thus made a begiuning, they proceed to 
insinu tte that the orthodox vught to be expelled 
fyom the Meeting-House. (A thing remember 
‘which they woulddo very quickly without asking 
your assistance, if their numbers were adequate 
thereunto.) Tben comes the closing proposi- 
tion, on your acceptance of which all their 
hopesare built, “join us, join us to settle a liberal 
clergyman, and then, yf you are not dispused to 
worship with us, you shall accupy the Mecting- 
House whenever it is convenient.” 

Who could suppose, dear Brother, that ali 
this is deception? Who, unless his suspicions 
had been previously excited, could believe that 
this, so far from being friendship to Universai- 
ists, was in fact, a plan concerled to overthrow 
them? And yet this is the case. | am not un- 
charitable ; 1 judge from what | have seen and 


‘them, they talk much about the) illiberality of 


UNIVERSALIST 


as will convince you of it. 

One thing which convinces me that the opin- 
ion | .express is correct, is this—In every in-| 
stance in which Universalists have believed| 
such language and acceeded to such propositions 
it has essentially injured the cause which they 
had espoused. After they have assisted in ex- 
pelling the orthodox from the Meeting-House 
belonging to the town, the Unitarians settle a 
clergyman of their own stamp, one who is capa- | 
ble of descending to all the low arts of decep- 
tion which they themselves have practiced ; 
and then if Universalists will hear and pay their 
minister, very good. But if they call for an ac- 
knowledgement of their rights, if they ask (for 
they must now ask) for the use of the Meeting- 
House a part of the time proportionate to their 
numbers and property they ask in vain; and if 
they plead that according toagreement they were 
to have it a part of the time, they are told that 
they were to have it when convenient, that is, 
when the Unitarians do net want it, and this is 
when the Universalists themselves do not wish 
fo use it. Lappeai to your own knowledge to 
justity my statement. Look at the town of Har- 
vard, remember what has transpired there, and 
you will ask no other proot of what | have 

: stated. 

But there is still more proof which | wish to 
lay before you. If Unitarians are as friendly to 
Universalists as they would fain have us think 
they are, what is the reason that they never as-| 
sist in settling a Universalist minister? Was; 
ever an instance known of a Unitarian Socie- 


a Universalist minister 2? Did you ever hear of 
sucha ining? Never. Well, why does it not 
sometimes happen? If there is no diflerence of 
sentiment, if we are all united in one cause, i 
repeat the question, why does it not sometimes 
happen? Propose it, my Brother, to the Uni- 
tarians in Acton, Tellthem, that as yet the fa- 
vors have all been shewn to one party ; the time 
for reciprocity has come ; ask them, simply for 
the sake of the experiment, to assist you in set- 
tling a Universalist clergyman, and you will 
throw them immediately into adilemma. Urge 
their own arguments upon them. ‘ell them, | 
‘vou say there is no dilierence of sentiment; if! 
you believe your ewn words, join us. If there 
be any objection on this ground, there is the 
same objection to our joining you.” sucha 
proposiiion would puzzle and confound them. 
Again, that Unitarians are uufriendiy to Uni-| 
versalists is evident from their opposition to 
them. Why did the Editor of the Christian Dis- 
ciple so zealously oppose Universalists, if he 
were liriendiy to their sentiments? Why did 
the Editor of the Christian Register rail with 
such vehemence against them, why did he de- 
| plore so lamentabiy the erection of a Universai- 
‘ist Meetung-House in Chatham-and the ordina- 
tion of Mr. Monroe over a seciety there, if be 
were friendly to their sentiments? Why did 
the Kev. Mr. Walker of Charlestown, preach so 
bitterly against Universalism in Medford and | 
Malden, places in which that doctrine was gain- 
ing credence, if he were friendly to the senti- 
ments of Universalists? Why do the Unitarian 
jclergy in Boston preach against it? After you 
have duly considered these things, inquire 
whether Unitarian clergymen have ever been 
willing to exchavge ministeriai labors with the 
Universalists, or to encourage the spread of 
their sentiments In any way? [| am not mourn- 
ing, my Brother, that it is not so; Lask the 
question simply to open your eyes upon their 


) 
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| known, and [ will lay before you such evidences | Methodists exchange pulpit services with on 


| tho:lox in refusing to exchange with them. 


| 


83 


e 
another, and so do the Baptists and those gener- 
ally termed Orthodox, and so do the Methodists 


and Orthodox. ‘There is more real friendship 
between these sects than the Unitarians enter- 
tain for Universalisis. The Unitarians would 
very willingly exchange with the Orthodox, if 
the latter would consent to it, and they have 
talked loudly about the illiberality of the Or- 
In 
places where they have been compelled to join 
either with the Orthodox or Universalists, they 
have, so far as my knowledge extends, inyaria- 
bly prefered the former. And notwithstanding 
they represent ‘Trinitarians as idolaters, they 
prefer, (except where policy. interferes.) to 
worship withthem. Now, what means ail this ? 
The fact is, Sir, Unitarians have no more de- 
sire for the spread of Universalism than they 
have for that of Popery, and there is no sect 
striving with greater zeal than they, io slacken 
the rapid advance of this sentiment. ‘Chey 
adopt every means they can think of whereby 
to accomplish such an object. 

Sometimes it is asserted unequivocally that 
Unitarians do believe in the final salvation of all 


mankind. Without intending to deny this, L 
would inquire, how do we know it? Consider 
for instance Unitarian preachers. How do we 


know that they believe that doctrine? Ifwe 


should try them by that old and well-sanctioned 


criterion, “By their fruits ye shall know them,” 
what would be the result? Do they ever 
preach that sentiment? Perhaps they descant 
at times, in general terms, upon the goodness of 


scious they cannot accomplish without the aid of ty’s joining with a Universalist Society to settle |God and the extent of redemption; but do they 


preach fully, plainly and unequivocally the final 
salvation of all mankind? 'Vhe answer would 
be, with exceptions too few {o mention, in the 
negative. Then how do we know they believe 
that. doctrine 7 If it be said they believe it, 
though they do not preach it, then 1 appeal to 
you whether we ought to have fellowship with 
men, public men, who kbypocritically conceal 
their sentiments, and refrain from preaching 
what they conceive to be gospel truth. | 
greatly prefer (and God grant that I ever may) 
to commend the rank Calvinist who preaches 
what he sincerely believes, rather than a Unita- 
rian who is afraid or ashamed to avow what he 
believes, 

Ifa true statement of the sentiments of Uni- 
tarians, can be gathered from their own jan- 
guage, they are divided into four classes with 
respect to their views of the future condition of 
mankind. One class believes in the strict eter- 
nity of torment; another in the doctrine of anni- 
hilation; a third in an indefinite punishment, 
and a fourth that all punishment will be reme- 
dial. With respect to those who profess a faith 
in andefinie suffering, the simple fact probably 
is, they believe ina very long panishment in 
the future state, but prefer to express no opin- 
ton in relation to iis termination. But all these 
believe in a future state of sin and misery, — 
They all make the happiness of the future state 
to depend upon the couduect of men in this life, 


jand in one of their most respectable publica- 


tions, those who do not believe this are denied 
the epithet of liberal christians. 'Vhey all, in 
the opinion of the writer, depart widely trom 
ihe doctrine of the resurrection as taught in 
the scriptures. but, Sir, saying nothing more 
about what they do or do not believe, their du- 
plicity, a constant course of which they have 
practiced for thirty years, is a sufficient reason 
why we should not coalesce with them; and 
their opposition to Universalists as a sect, and 


real feelings towards us.. The Baptists and 


their constant efforts to lessen their nutm- 


ud 
persuasive language of Him, who poured out his blessings 


bers and impede their prosperity is sogher (ie the Mount, and of Him, at) whowe in 
ef » - 


pe : Feliz trembled.”’ . & ‘ oe 
You are very well convinced, as you inform- - “a 
ed me that the Unitarian Society in Acton can-| The passage now given, it must be acknow 
} House | ledged, is eloquent, poetic, and graceful. Asa 


st obtain sole possession of the Meeting-t - Pd we 
at on vied past anes a clergyman without | plece of composition it is very handsome.—but 


; “ys 35 ‘it ij amation from beginning to end ;— 
your assistance. Lam perfectly willing, Sir, you) it is pure decl a of thi Palani saa 
‘and all the society to which you belong, should | and so divested o bs ae ee ih he SC, 
act according to the dictates of your own minds ;) OF argumentative, one hardly knows how to 


but Lam not willing you should be deceive 
What do Unitarians preach of the free, impar- 
tial, universal grace of God? or of the divine 
love to sinners ? two principal truths of the gos- 
sel of Christ, and truths too, the preaching of 
which | believe has afforded you much consola- 
tion and joy. Will not a soul hangering after 
these things starve, if it find no other assist- 
ance than what Unitarian preaching affords? 
lf in this letter, Sir, 1 have used language 
which represents you or any of your society as} 
possessing « disposition to unite with the Haier} 
rians in supporting a clergyman of their school, 
| beg you to understand that I have had no such 
tntention, And I now bear witness that you in- 
formed me, that your society are resolyed to 
maintain, a distinct, full, and open pro 
the doctrine of the salvation of all mankind, 
through the grace of our Lord Jesus Christ. 


Ricuarns. ; : A j J 

N.B, In confirmation of what I have stated with re. deed if the “dimness of translations” was any 
spect to the real feelings of Unitarians towards Univer- ‘thing like so destructive to the genuine meaning 
salists, I subjoin the following quotation from the Chris- of the text as here intimated, every thing in the 
tian Register, the Unitarian paper of this city, for Octo- | form of scripture now extant in the world, ought 
ber 21, 1826. ‘at once to be discarded, save only the Old T'es- 


reasoning throughout ;—hints and inferences lurk 
among, and scem to start forth from every sen- 
tence to dazzle and surprise 5 though mua? 
vague ever to convince. Speaking of transla- 
tions, in the first sentence, a distinstion is drawn 
between the “literal import; and the “beautiful 


spirit” of the text; but this is a touch beyond 


i have noticed before one sneer against transla- 
tions in reference to Science ; but what is said 


about their ‘“dimness,” in the extract before us, 


still more objectionable. ‘I'he doctrine here 
evidently implied, aims a blow as fatal to our 
English version of the Bible as to any other, 


lish readers as they can read no other, are com- 
pelled to rest their faith and hopes, as oar au- 


“He, (the writer) has no particular wish to claim tment in Hebrew, and the New in Greek.—-|’ 


this body ‘the Universalists) as belonging to Unitarians, Noy could.even the Greek, on this hypothesis, 


pte ab saad iy Ts baat their distinguishing escape the flames, smce most critics admit cer- 
tenets. ; _ tain parts of it, the discourses of our Saviour 
Here, Sir, is an unequivocal declaration of Unitarian: 
feeling. This class are opposed to the doctrine of Uni-' 
versalists,and haye no wish to connect the two denomina- 
tions. We have as little desire as they for a coalition. 


cp 


brew; and as te this, whoever has looked over 
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;me; Lcan form no idea of what is meant—-We 
as it affects a subject of deeper interest, becomes 


fession of although on this version the great mass of Eng- 


ihor expresses it, fur time and for eternity. In- 


| guage ; and some contend against the whole.—|at that time 


ture is obscure or ambiguous, it Must be ue 

Jatable ; and this is the case with no small p 
tion of it. But where clear ideas can be 
ed, whether trite or novel, shallow or profound 
it is sheer cant to pretend they are b the 


h of our language either in force, persp 
q.— | meet it.—There is, to be sure, the semblance of|ity, or precision :—Why did Mr. Eveserr 
RING 


translate the Greek Grammar, or Mr. 
the Dictionary, if they supposed the trae mean- 
ing could not be giv / 
To return to our Author.—Ifinconsistency in 
the academic mode of viewing things was ever 
a matter of surprise, one might really be _as- 
tonished that.a writer so full of fears about the 
“dimness” of our English version (which is but 
one remove from the original) should think it 
“the peculiar pride of ourage,” that translations 
‘made from ours (another remove from the origi- 
nal) now circulate “among the poor and forlorn 
of every land in apes dialect.” We find 
our author at page 14 rejoicing at all this as 
“the triumph of letters and of christian benevo- 
lence ;” and I should be sorry to mar his satis- 


faction ; but for myself, | can see no benevo- 
lence in spreading this double dimuess over the 
pagan world. — prey fy: OG, 
fees ie 5 <i a x 
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02 The following letter will notify our readers of a mis- 
take in the Miuutes of the General Convention. 

__ Lepanon, N. H. Ocroser 24, 1826. 
Brother Streeter,—! disclose a mistake in the 
Minutes of the Conventional proceedings at 
Wells, Vt. Br. J. Moore’s name is put in the 
place of Br. Isaiah Boynton. Br. Boynton was 


more especially, not to be original in that lan-| one of those that received a letter of fellowship 


, but Br. Moore received his letter 


here would then remain to us barely the He-| one year since at the Eastern Association. 


And also instead of four, there were five 


_the commentaries and emendations of the learn-| brethren who were fellowshipped at that time, 


§t_> The following article in relation to Judge Srory’s 
. Phi Beta Kappa Address, is from the Columbian Centi-| 
nel, and is well worthy the attention of all our readers, ) 


CLASSICAL LEARNING...NO. I. 


THE PHI BETA EVULOGIUM EXAMINED. 


Having submitted in my last what appeared: 
sufficient to prove the languages of no great val- 
ue, either in Law or Medicine, compared with 
the time and labor usuaily devoted thereto, we 
now come to what is advanced in the Phi Reta| 
Oration to show their importance to the Cler-| 
gy ; and as our author’s mode of treating the 
subject suggests a variety of remarks | give the 
passage entire. Maintaining sul! the interroga- 
tive form of argument, at page 35, he asks. — 


«hat shall we say of the Minister of Religion who 
should choose not to study the Scriptures in the original 
tongue, and should be content to trust his faith and his 
hopes. for time and for eternity, to the dimness of trans- 
lations, which may refect the literal inyport, but rarely can 
reflect with uabroke> force the beantiful spirit of the text? 
Shall he, whose vocation it is to allure to brighter worlds 
and lead the way. he himself the blind leader of the blind 2 
Shall he follow the commentaries of faillible man instead 
of gathering the true sense from the gospels themselves 2 
Shall he venture upon the exposition divine truths, whose 
studies have never aimed at the first principles of Interpre- 
tation ? Shall he proclaim the doctriaes of salvation. who 
knows not, and cares not, whether he preaches an idle 
loss or the genuine text of revelation? If a theologian 


nay no pass his life in colating the varions readings, he | the Classics, yet it cannot be represented in En- 
may and ought to aspire to that eritici<m which illustrates } slish 


religion by. all the resources of human learning ; which 
hes the manners and institutions of the age and country 
which christianity was first promulgated ; which kin- 
Pastrern for Hts precepts br fer 


femilicrite with the 


ed Dr. Geppirs, or gives heed to the opinions of | 


viz. Brs. 1. S.Green,'T. J. Whitcomb, J. Ward, 


!Yor 
i by 


Bishop Wareunron, and some other eminent di-} David Cooper, and Isaiah Boynton. You will 
vines, will have many fears that its true import, | be so good as to rectify this mistake as early as 
in this age of the world is beyond the reach of! convenient; for those brethren whose thames are 
human learning ;-so that our best reliance after) omitted, will feel disagreeable until it is corect- 
all is on the Greek version of this ancient book.|ed. — Yours in haste, &c. Liemoen Wiis. 
—We see then what a sweeping hypothesis; Rev. S. Streeter, Boston. ® 
this is, and to avhat a melancholy extent such a ae ACtENTX RETR ROL 
whimsical distrust of translations would lead.-- ORTHOD S, BELTING, 
‘Lhe whole scripture from beginning to end, of; An orthodox clergyman of this city, who is 
every form and shape, would wither amid such | distinguished for professed liberality, lately gave 
blighting skepticism. I know well enough that/@0 unqualitied opinion against the religion of 
our author would be shocked at such consequen-| Universalisis. Being asked if he did not think 
ces; but | maiutain that his doctrine, if 1 under-| there. were many honest, sincere, and pious 
stand it right, goes this length. Universalists, he replied—“that will make no 

Fortunately, however, oar case is not so| difference at the day of judgment.”—His_ intero- 
desperate.—It is not true that translations are | gator then observed, that the popular doctrine 
necessarily and unavoidably defective. The |ofa day of future judgment was not taught 1 
idea is wholly. fallacious ;--and in this persua-|the scriptures, and was consequently not founded 
sion, we recover again from the alarm which} on sufficient authority—To this our preacher: 
the ground taken in the passage quoted seems|very deliberately and candidly replied—he 
but too well caleulated, though certainly not in-| would bet a hundrea dollars, that he could prove 
tended, to excite. it from the scriptures! : 

A word or-two more on this topic.—-Scholars| If said clergyman, without betting, will under- 


jare incessantly railing against translations ;— take to prove that there willbe a day of gener- 


they talk of their dimness their inadequateness, | al judgment in a future state_of being, be shall 
their unfaithfulness, and so on, as if not even an| Le welcome to the columns of this paper for that 
approach was made to the real meaning of the | purpose —Herald of Salvation. ; 
original. Phey would have us believe that sad Si, weld aan aaa, 


while they themselves can grasp instantaneously By Rev in ih eh MB og CIty, 
the full sense, on the most careless perusal of; mich Mr. Saar Lee io" Meaney omen ae 
. ag 2 : r. 


Elihu Rice to Miss Eliza Simonds. Mr, Eli W eemay 
Miss Betsey Call, all of Boston, % 


; DIED IN THIS CITY, 


are deluged with translations, and) yy : 
2 ¢ ‘ 1s. Elizabeth Everett, wife of Nathaniel Everett. 38. 
scholara.—-Vhe doctrine however, is! ae Tot Wat, 48, i . ait: 


- 


But if this were true, the world has 
been sadiy imposed upon by their own fraternity, 
we 


~ 
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